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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 5/5/2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In page 1 1 . lines 22-30 of the remarks, the Applicant argues that neither Phang 
nor Ochial teaches accessed information located between document margins and 
printer allowable margins. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with this view. Note that the 
Phang reference is primarily used to put forth the concept of two print regions-one for 
the print data and the other for information such as headers and footers(column 1 , lines 
40-54). In fact, headers and footers could consist of sender data. But Phang does not 
teach the accessed information. It is for this reason that the Ochial reference was 
incorporated In the rejection. Ochial teaches accessed lnformatlon(paragraphs 31-33), 
and this accessed information is actually printed. As the Applicant correctly pointed out 
in the remarks, Ochial teaches that the accessed information is printed on a back 
surface of the sheet. Combining the ability to print out assessed user information, as 
taught by Ochlai, with the ability to print out user information such as headers and 
footers In an area separate from the print data printout area, as taught by Phang, one 
can easily put forth the subject matter claimed in claim 1 . 

In page 12. paragraph 3 of the remarks, the Applicant asserts that the cited 
references fail to teach "receiving a request to format information associated with a 
sender of document data" or "generating a user interface that allows formatting of 
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information associated witli a sender of document data." In fact, tlie Applicant contends 
that the Phang reference simply provides "an application 4 providing an interface for a 
user to select whether an image should be scaled according to the printable area of the 
medium." 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with this argument. Note that 
the claim language does not specify what is actually done with respect to formatting. In 
view of this, the Examiner is using the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim 
language to interpret the formatting method as a method that has some sort of effect on 
the positioning of the sender data. Column 5, lines 50-55 of the Phang reference 
teaches that the user can select a margin emulation feature. Indeed, the user selected 
margin has an effect on the appearance and the positioning of the sender data. 

In page 12. paragraph 4 of the remarks, t he Applicant argues that the cited 
references do not teach that "the user interface allows specification of the orientation of 
the information associated with a sender of document data." 

In response the examiner respectfully disagrees with this assertion. Column 5, 
lines 50-55 of the Phang reference teaches that the user can select a margin emulation 
feature. By selecting the margin, the user is specifying the printable and non-printable 
areas of a sheet. Which then means that the sender data is printed in accordance with 
the selected margins. And this reads on the concept of specifying the orientation or 
placement of sender data. The sender data is positioned or oriented based on the 
selected user margins. 
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In page 13, paragraph 1 of the remarks, the Applicant argues that cited prior art 
does not teach "initiating an alert if the accessed information for the formatted page 
does not fit between the document margins and the printer allowable margins." 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees with this assertion. Note that 
column 1 , lines 40-55 of Phang describes two areas-an area labeled work area wherein 
the print data is printed and an area outside the work area wherein user information 
such as headers and footers are printed. Both of these areas are part of the total 
printable area. Column 2, lines 23-35 of Phang teaches an alert that is issued if any 
data is not within the printable area. This, in turn, inherently teaches a scenario wherein 
the user is alerted if the user info such as header and footers are not contained within 
the printable area. If the header or footer cannot fit into the printable area, then this can 
be categorized as a situation wherein the header or footer info is not within the area 
designated for headers and footers. And that, in essence, is an example of not fitting 
between the document margins and the printer allowable margins. Also, note that 
headers and footers taught in Phang are not the accessed information, rather the 
accessed information is taught in the Ochiai reference. Therefore, the combination of 
Phang and Ochiai teaches the "initiating an alert if the accessed information for the 
formatted page does not fit between the document margins and the printer allowable 
margins." 

In page 13. paragraph 2 of the remarks, t he Applicant asserts that the cited 
references do not teach "querying a database comprising sender associated 
information." 
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In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees with this argument. Paragraph 
37 of Ochiai teaches a memory that stores user information. This memory reads on the 
database. Paragraph 38 of Ochiai teaches that the user information is acquired for 
printing. This reads on the querying step. Lastly, please note that the claim language is 
silent on the further specifics of the querying step. In view of this, the Examiner is 
equating the querying step to a step that merely obtains user data from memory. 

2. Note that the 1 01 rejection of claim 21 is withdrawn in light of the 
amendments made to the claim language. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Phang(U.S. 6,437,876) in view of Ochiai(U.S. 2003/0112462). 

Regarding claim 33 . Phang describes a method comprising: receiving document 
data for printing a document from an application, wherein the document data comprises 
data relating to content and format of a document(Column 3, line 58-column 4, line 10 
teaches that a print job is received. Note that content and formatting data is 
inherently taught by the existence of a print job.); formatting a page to be printed 
such that the page comprises at least a portion of the received document data and other 
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information, and the other information is located between document margins and printer 
allowable margins(Column 1, lines 40-54 describes a well known method wherein 
other information such as headers are printed in an area outside of the work area. 
Note that the "work area" described in the reference reads on document margin, 
and area outside the "work area" reads on printer allowable margin); checl<ing 
whether information for the formatted page fits between the document*t margins and the 
printer allowable margins(Column 1, lines 60-67 details a method that checks if data 
is within the allowed printable margins.); initiating an alert if the information for the 
formatted page does not fit between the document margins and the printer allowable 
margins(Column 2, lines 23-33 describes a method that warns the user if the data 
cannot be incorporated into the printable margin.); generating a user interface that 
allows formatting of content, location, orientation, and appearance of 
information(Column 5, lines 38-54 details a user interface that allows the user to 
make formatting changes to the document.); and generating a message comprising 
the formatted page(column 8, lines 45-55). 

But Phang is silent on a method that determines an identifier associated with a 
sender of document data, and accessing information associated with the sender 
identifier, including querying a database comprising sender associated information. 

Ochiai, on the other hand, teaches a method that determines an identifier 
associated with a sender of document data(Paragraphs 22 and 23 discuss a user 
ID.), and accessing information associated with the sender identifier, including querying 
a database comprising sender associated information(Paragraphs 31-33 detail a 
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method that accesses stored user identifying information; this reads on the 
concept of querying a database.)- 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time of the present invention, to modify Phang with Ochiai to fully realize the method 
stated In claim 33. 

The motivation can be to put forth a method that enables one to view 
identification information of a certain print job, as stated in paragraph 8 of the Ochiai 
reference. 

Regarding claim 1 . It Is rejected In the same manner as claim 33. Note that claim 
1 merely cites a broader version of the method cited in claim 33. For this reason, the 
rejection of claim 33 can be properly used in rejecting claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 14 . it is rejected in the same manner as claim 33. Note that 
claim 14 merely cites a system that corresponds to the some of the subject matter 
claimed In claim 33. For this reason, the rejection of claim 33 can be properly used In 
rejecting claim 14. 

Regarding claim 21 . it is rejected in the same manner as claim 33. Note that 
claim 21 merely cites a machine readable medium that stores Instructions that 
correspond to the some of the subject matter claimed In claim 33. For this reason, the 
rejection of claim 33 can be properly used in rejecting claim 21 . 

Regarding claim 30 . it is rejected in the same manner as claim 33. Note that 
claim 30 merely cites a system that corresponds to the some of the subject matter 
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claimed in claim 33. For this reason, the rejection of claim 33 can be properly used in 
rejecting claim 30. 

Regarding claim 2. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method 
stated in claim 1 . Furthermore, Phang teaches receiving a request to format information 
associated with a sender of document data(Column 3, line 59-column 4, line 10 
teaches that a print document is received.); and generating a user interface that 
allows formatting of information associated with a sender of document data(Column 5, 
lines 38-55 mentions a user interface that allows a user to change formatting 
information.). 

Regarding claims 18 and 22 . they are rejected in the same manner as claim 2. 
Note that claim 18 divulges a system and claim 22 divulges a computer readable 
medium storing instructions, both corresponding to the method claimed in claim 2. 

Regarding clam 3. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 2. Furthermore, Phang discloses that the user interface allows specification of the 
orientation of information associated with a sender of document data. (Column 5, lines 
49-55 teaches the ability to set the margins. Using the broadest reasonable 
interpretation of the claim language, this reads on the orientation information.) 

Regarding claim 4 . the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 2. In addition, Ochiai teaches that the user interface allows specification of 
information associated with a sender of document data. (Paragraphs 21 and 22 teach 
that user identification information are set. This inherently teaches the existence 
of a user interface that enables a user to set such type of information.) 
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Regarding claim 5. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 2. In addition Phang discloses that the user interface allows specification of the 
presentation style of information associated with a sender of document data. (Column 
5, lines 49-55 teaches the ability to set the margins. The change of margins can 
be interpreted as an example of specifying the presentation style. After all, a 
change in margins does alter the way in which the print data is presented.) 

Regarding claim 6. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 2. Phang further recites that the user interface allows specification of the location 
of information associated with a sender of document data. (Column 5, lines 49-55) 

Regarding claim 7. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 1 . Phang further teaches that formatting a page to be printed comprises checking 
whether the accessed information for the formatted page fits between the document 
margins and the printer allowable margins, (column 1, lines 40-54) 

Regarding claims 20. 24. and 31 . thev are rejected in the same manner as claim 
7. Note that these claims describe a system and computer readable medium with 
stored instructions, all corresponding to the method claimed in claim 7. 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 7. Phang further teaches initiating an alert if the accessed information for the 
formatted page does not fit between the document margins and the printer allowable 
margins, (column 2, lines 23-35) 
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Regarding claims 25 and 32. they are rejected in the same manner as claim 8. 
Note that these claims describe a system and computer readable medium with stored 
instructions, all corresponding to the method claimed in claim 8. 

Regarding claim 9 . the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 8, Phang further puts forth a method comprising allowing the format of the 
accessed information to be changed, (column 5, lines 38-55) 

Regarding claim 26. it is rejected in the same manner as claim 9. Note that claim 
26 describes a computer readable program that stores instructions which correspond to 
the method stated in claim 9. 

Regarding claim 10 . the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 1 . Ochiai further teaches a method comprising associating the received 
document data with a sender of the document data. (Paragraphs 22 and 23) 

Reqardinq claim 27, it is rejected in the same manner as claim 10. Note that 
claim 27 describes a computer readable program that stores instructions which 
correspond to the method stated in claim 10. 

Regarding claim 11. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 10. Ochiai further teaches a method wherein associating the received document 
data with a sender of the document data comprises determining a sender identifier 
accompanying the document data. (Paragraphs 22 and 23 discuss a method that 
associates a sender ID with the print job.) 

Regarding claim 12 . the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 1. Furthermore, Ochiai teaches a method wherein accessing information 
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associated witli a sender of the document data comprises querying a database 
comprising sender associated information. (Paragraphs 31-33) 

Regarding claim 28. it is rejected in the same manner as claim 12. Note that 
claim 28 describes a computer readable program that stores instructions which 
correspond to the method stated in claim 12. 

Regarding claim 13. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the method of 
claim 1 . In addition, Phang teaches a method that generates a message comprising the 
formatted page, (column 8, lines 45-55) 

Regarding claim 29. it is rejected in the same manner as claim 13. Note that 
claim 29 describes a computer readable program that stores instructions which 
correspond to the method stated in claim 13. 

Regarding claim 15. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the system of 
claim 14. Phang further teaches a system wherein document data includes data 
relating to appearance and content of a document. (Column 3, line 59-column 4, line 
10 teaches that a print job is received. The existence of a print job inherently 
teaches the existence of the document data that relates to both the content and 
appearance of the document. Note that a print job consists of both the content 
of the job and the formatting parameters associated with the job.) 

Regarding claim 16. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the system of 
claim 14. Phang further teaches that the processor is further operable to format 
document data in relation with formatting requirements associated with a printer. 
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(Column 5, lines 45-55 describes changing the margins to fit the media on the 
printer.) 

Regarding claim 17. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the system of 
claim 14. Phang further teaches that the apparatus comprises a printer driver. 
(Column 5, lines 45-55 teaches a printer driver.) 

Regarding claim 19. the combination of Phang and Ochiai teaches the system of 
claim 18. Phang further teaches a user interface that allows specification of the content 
and appearance of information associated with a sender of document data. (Column 
5, lines 45-55 also describes an interface that allows the user to change the 
margins, thereby affecting the content and appearance of the data.) 

Regarding claim 23. it is rejected in the same manner as claim 19. Note that 
claim 23 describes a computer readable medium that stores a program while claim 19 
describes a system. Both claims divulge the same functionalities. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, liowever, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to ASHISH K. THOMAS whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-0631 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 a.m. - 5:30 p.m. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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